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2009 URPE Summer Conference 

Camp Deer Run, Pine Bush, NY 

Saturday, August 15—Tuesday August 18 

Register by July 31 for discount— 
see pp. 8-9 for registration 

Economic Crises: 
Opportunities For 
Radical Change 

PLENARY 1 : Radical Restructuring and 

Institutions. Paul Cooney, Universidade Federal 
do Para, Brazil; Jane D’Arista, Research Associate, 
PERI; Gerald Epstein, UMass Amherst & Co¬ 
director, PERI; Matias Vernengo, University of 
Utah. 

PLENARY 2: Grassroots Organizing and 
Responses. Jenny Brown, Labor Party (FL) & 
Redstockings; Community Labor United (speaker 
TBA) 

DAVID GORDON LECTURE: 

Finance Without Financiers: Prospects for 
Radical Change in Financial Governance 

Gerald Epstein, UMass Amherst & Co-director, 

PERI (Political Economy Research Institute) 

PLUS MANY WORKSHOPS ON ISSUES IN 
POLITICAL ECONOMY 

Informal Socializing • Outdoor Recreation • Evening 
Entertainment • Activities for Children and Families 


Papers, workshops welcome! 

Papers and workshops are being accepted for the 
URPE 2009 Summer Conference. Now is the time 
for Heterodox Economists of all persuasions to find 
creative solutions and to do serious analysis and to 
speak out about the domestic and global economic 
recession and financial crisis! As always we are look¬ 
ing for political economy papers from all disciplines 
(including at least sociology, political science, urban 
studies, and anthropology in addition to economics). 
The conference always has a mix of relatively more 
technical presentations of political economy research 
from scholars and graduate students in all stages of 
development with more popular and activist oriented 
presentations. Political economy papers that address 
the current economic crises are encouraged, espe¬ 
cially those that say something about how the current 
crises provide opportunities for radical change. More 
general political economy submissions are of course 
as every year warmly welcomed as well. 

Proposals should include panel and/or paper 
title(s), the names and contact information for all 
presenters and a brief description (around 100 
words). If you are interested, please contact Laura 
Ebert at: <laura.ebert@marist.edu>. 

For more on the Summer Conference, see page 4. 
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2008-2009 STEERING COMMITTEE 


URPE 


Elected members 

Frances Boyes (08-11) New England Joint Board, UNITE HERE!, 
252 Walnut Street, Holyoke, MA 01040 <fkb3551@hotmail.com> 

A1 Campbell (06-09) 1645 Campus Center Dr. Rm. 308, Salt Lake 
City, UT 84112-9300; (801) 585-3521; <al@economics.utah.edu> 

Scott Carter (06-09) Department of Economics, The University of 
Tulsa, 600 South College Street, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74104 
<scott-carter @ utul sa. edu> 

Marie Duggan (07-10) Department of Economics, Keene State 
College, Keene, NH; <mduggan@keene.edu> 

Laura Ebert (08-11) Economics, Dyson Hall 308, School of 
Management, Marist College, Poughkeepsie, New York 12601, 
845-575-3000 X2904 <laura.ebert@marist.edu> 

Armagan Gezici (08-11) Economics, Keene State College, 229 
Main Street, Keene, NH 03435-3400,603-358-2686 
<agezici @keene. edu> 

Julio Huato (08-11) Economics Department, St. Francis College, 
180 Remsen Street, Brooklyn Heights, NY 11201,718-489-5331 
<juliohuato@gmail.com> 

Laurie Nisonoff (06-09) Social Science, Hampshire College, 
Amherst, MA 01002; 413-559-5397 <lnisonoff@hampshire.edu> 

Patty Lee Parmalee (08-11) 35 Aumick Road, Wallkill, NY 12589, 
845-744-4201 <publicleaningpost@earthlink.net> 

Paddy Quick (07-10) Economics Department, St. Francis College, 
180 Remsen Street, Brooklyn, NY 11201; 631-286-5168 (h); 
<paddyquick@aol.com> 

Women’s Caucus Representative: 

Jenny Brown (08-11) Redstockings Women’s Liberation 
Archives, PO. Box 2625, Gainesville, FL 32602; 352-378-5655; 
<jbro wn72073 @cs. com> 


Ex-Officio 

URPE National Office 

Patricia Duffy, URPE National Office, Gordon Hall, University of 
Massachusetts, 418 N. Pleasant Street, Amherst, MA 01002-1735. 
Tel. 413-577-0806. Fax 413-577-0261 <urpe@labomet.org> 

Managing Editor of RRPE 

Hazel Dayton Gunn, Dept.of City and Regional Planning, 106 
W. Sibley Hall, Cornell University, Ithaca NY 14853; Email: 
<hgl8@cornell.edu> 


Other URPE Positions 

ASSA Coordinators Fred Moseley, Mount Holyoke College, 
<fmoseley@mtholyoke.edu> and Laurie Nisonoff, Hampshire 
College, <lnisonoff@hampshire.edu> 

Newsletter Editor: Jenny Brown, <jbrown72073@cs.com> 

Economy Connection Coordinator Ruthie Indeck; 201-792- 
7459; <soapbox@comcast.net> 


Printing: Alta Printing, Gainesville, Florida 


The Union for Radical Political Economics (URPE) is 
a membership organization of academics and activists 
who share an interest in a radical analysis of political and 
economic topics. Founded in 1968, URPE’s members use 
this analysis to advance various progressive political and 
social agendas. URPE publishes the Review of Radical 
Political Economics, runs a set of presentations at the 
academic professional meetings of the Allied Social 
Science Associations, sponsors a resource/speakers 
bureau called Economy Connection, and holds a Summer 
Conference on political and economic topics at a family- 
friendly summer camp. Its members are active in a wide 
array of professional and activist projects. 


The URPE Newsletter 


The URPE Newsletter is published quarterly by the Union 
for Radical Political Economics. The Newsletter is a 
place for URPE members to publish shorter articles and 
speeches as well as make announcements of upcoming 
events that might be of interest to members. Articles and 
announcements can be sent to the Newsletter Editor in the 
body of an e-mail message, or as an attached file; send to 
jbrown72073@cs.com, or by regular mail to: Jenny Brown, 
1701 NE 75th St., Gainesville, FL 32641. 

Permission to reprint material from the Newsletter 
is granted for non-commercial uses, provided that the 
Newsletter is credited as the source, and that two copies of 
the publication are sent to the URPE National Office. For 
permission to reprint for commercial purposes, contact the 
National Office. 

The URPE Newsletter is a good place to publish 
advertisements for new books! Rates are $300 per full 
page (7.5W x 9.3H); $160 for a half page, and $85 for a 
quarter page. Exchange ads are also considered. Please 
write or call the National Office for more information 
on this. 

Deadlines for submission to Newsletter are January 7 
for winter issue; April 7 for spring issue; July 1 for summer 
issue, and October 7 for fall issue. 


www.urpe.org 
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RRPE Editorial Board 
Elections 2009 

It is time once again to announce the upcoming 
elections for editorial board members of the Review 
of Radical Political Economics. Members serve 
three-year terms. In addition to reviewing about 10 
manuscripts a year, members spend time and effort 
conducting the business of the journal. This is a 
major personal commitment, and an important way 
to contribute to URPE. 

If you are interested in working as part of the 
RRPE’s editorial board, please contact the managing 
editor (Hazel Dayton Gunn, Dept, of City & 
Regional Planning, 106 W. Sibley Hall, Cornell 
University, Ithaca, NY 14853; hgl8@cornell.edu). 
Election statements are due to the managing editor 
no later than June 1, 2009; they will be posted 
on the URPE Website and sent out with the mail 
ballot. You must be a member of URPE to stand for 
election. 

URPE Steering Committee 
Elections 

There will be four (4) vacancies on the 12-person 
Steering Committee to be filled by elections this 
summer. The term of office is 3 years. 

The continuing members (with the dates of their 
terms of office) are: 

Frances Boyes (08-11); Marie Duggan (07-10); 
Laura Ebert (08-11); Armagan Gezici (08-11); Julio 
Huato (08-11); Patty Lee Pannalee (08-11); Paddy 
Quick (07-10) and Women’s Caucus representative 
Jenny Brown (08-11). 

URPE members wishing to run for election to 
the Steering Committee must submit a statement of 
under 1000 words. The statement should include the 
following items: 

(a) Your name and an address at which you can 
be contacted (by email, postal mail and/or tele¬ 
phone). 

(b) Name of one URPE member who is nominat¬ 
ing you. 

(c) Years during which you have been a member 
of URPE. 


(d) Highlights of work and avocations. 

(e) Highlights of academic/activist accomplish¬ 
ments. 

(f) Your own ideas regarding the most important 
tasks for the Steering Committee in the upcoming 
and subsequent years. 

(g) The amount of work you expect to be able to 
do for URPE and any specific tasks or projects that 
you would like to work on. 

All statements should be sent to both Jenny 
Brown (URPE Newsletter editor) and A1 Campbell. 
See page 2 of this Newsletter for addresses. State¬ 
ments received by Jenny Brown by July 1 will be 
printed in the Summer 2009 Newsletter. All state¬ 
ments will be posted on the URPE website (www. 
urpe.org). 

Although members are encouraged to submit 
their statements by July 1, nominations for at-large 
positions will be accepted up to the end of the URPE 
Summer Conference, August 18, 2009. Elections 
will take place through a mail ballot which will be 
sent to all members. The mailing will include the 
statements of all nominees. 


Help your students 
see the Real World 

Dollars & Sense 

publishes textbooks 
and anthologies that 
dig beneath the 
conventional wisdom, 
describing real-life 
economic problems 
and offering concrete 
alternatives. 

Browse the book catalog at 

www.dollarsandsense.org 

PROFESSORS: Call 617-447-2177 
to request exam copies. 
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URPE’s 2009 
Summer Conference 
at Camp Deer Run 

In addition to the plenaries described on the front 
cover, the URPE Summer Conference includes many 
workshops on issues in political economy, plus 
informal socializing, outdoor recreation and evening 
entertainment at a beautiful camp that is near some 
of the best hiking in the northeast. 

If you are interested in making a presentation or 
organizing a workshop, please contact Laura Ebert 
at: <laura.ebert@marist.edu> or you can contact the 
National Office. 

Location 

Camp Deer Run is located off route 52, west of 
Pine Bush, NY, about 1 1/2 hours by car from NYC 
or Danbury CT. Transportation by Shortline bus is 
available from New York City. Directions to the 
camp can be obtained from our website (www.urpe. 
org) or by contacting the URPE National Office. 

Facilities 

Camp Deer Run’s facilities include several 
meeting rooms, classrooms and a small cinema and 
lecture hall, in addition to a large outdoor deck suit¬ 
able for meetings and discussions in good weather. 
Accommodation is in indoor rooms with 2-4 double- 
bunk beds (with a couple of singles and doubles 
reserved for special needs). Pillows, bed linens and 
towels are provided, together with a light quilt. Peo¬ 
ple may want to bring an extra blanket and towel. 

All rooms have access to bathrooms and show¬ 
ers. Allocation of rooms will be made on the basis of 
need for those whose registration is received by July 
31, and otherwise on a first-come, first-served basis. 
Rooms will be categorized in many ways to accom¬ 
modate all the people who attend: single gender and 
mixed gender rooms, a room for kids (whose par¬ 
ents approve), and even a room for “snorers.” The 
needs of most people with physical disabilities can 


be accommodated. Those who have special needs 
are asked to contact the URPE National Office. All 
meals will include a vegetarian option. 

Attractive, quiet tent sites are also available and 
entitle people to a rebate of $ 10 per person per day. 

Child Care 

URPE is proud to provide free child care; please 
register and notify the National Office of your spe¬ 
cific needs (number of children, age) by August 7th. 
We welcome families, and the camp and surround¬ 
ing area have many child-oriented activities. How¬ 
ever, we need time to plan, so we can’t promise free 
childcare unless we are notified of childcare needs by 
August 7th. 

Registration (DUE 7/31) 

Please register by July 31 to help us plan, and to 
receive discounted rates. Regular rates apply if you 
register August 1 or later. 

The fees listed on p. 8 include the conference, 
rooms (including bed linen), and all meals (from 
Saturday dinner to Tuesday lunch). Conference fees 
are determined on a sliding scale. 

Special rate for students: $90 — contact A1 Camp¬ 
bell at <al@economics.utah.edu>. 

If you cancel before August 7 (by telephone at 
413 577 0806), fees for early registrants will be 
refunded minus a $30 processing fee, and fees for 
regular registrants will be refunded minus a $50 pro¬ 
cessing fee. 

Travel Subsidy: This subsidy will be paid at the 
conference to those registering for the entire confer¬ 
ence who submit plane ticket receipts showing travel 
within two weeks of either the starting or ending date 
of the conference. Subsidy will be based on air fares 
only. The form of the subsidy will be: 30% of air fare 
over $150, with a maximum subsidy of $150. Thus 
subsidy = (air fare - $150) x .3. 

Registration form and fee details: Pages 8-9. 


www.urpe.org 
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Solidarity Economy & URPE: 

The Solidarity Economy train 
is leaving the station and URPE 
should be on board! 

Wayne Clark 

Before the Russian Revolution, Lenin supposedly be¬ 
lieved that running a socialist economy would be much 
like running the German Post Office—efficient, fast, orga¬ 
nized, and cheap. I’m guessing Lenin changed his mind 
a bit once he took political power and had the authority 
or the responsibility or the opportunity—depending on 
how you look at it—to reshape the Russian (later Soviet) 
economy in a socialist image. His difficulties in eco¬ 
nomic transformation probably got no easier when those 
pesky workers, farmers, and peasants got involved in the 
re-shaping process. 

Lenin and his “managers” may have liked the model 
of the Post Office for the world socialist economy, but 
nobody asked the postal workers about it—I’m guess¬ 
ing they had other ideas. If the U.S. Postal Service is 
anything like the German Post Office, I’m sure that I and 
most other people would not like to live there. There’s a 
very small postal substation in the office building where 
I work—only open a couple of hours each work day. Re¬ 
cently, as I walked by, I overheard the postal worker tell a 
customer that a recent study showed that the USPS is the 
most over-managed organization in the U.S. according to 
the number of managers per line worker—probably not 
a place I would like to work—plus it is one of the most 
violent workplaces in the U.S.! 

So, where will the future world socialist economy come 
from? Workers, Consumers, Members, Citizens, Farmers, 
Immigrants, Natives, and just plain folk who are working 
together NOW to build the type of society that they want 
to live in—those who happen to have their own ideas 
about how to bring about the good life. These people—in 
South America, Europe, Canada, the U.S., Asia, and the 
world over—are taking the initiative to work with other 
like-minded people who are starting and running con¬ 
sumer and worker co-operatives big and small in many 
sectors of the economy. Who are seizing factories—not 
to occupy and shut down, but to occupy and get running 


& producing. Who are serious about reversing the trends 
toward global warming. 

Here’s how the Solidarity Economy is defined by the Soli¬ 
darity Economy Network in their current brochure. 

“The Solidarity Economy is an alternative devel¬ 
opment framework that is grounded in practice 
and in the principles of: solidarity, mutualism, and 
cooperation; equity in all dimensions (race/eth¬ 
nicity/ nationality, class, gender, LGBTQ); social 
well-being over profit and the unfettered rule of 
the market; sustainability; social and economic 
democracy; and pluralism, allowing for differ¬ 
ent forms in different contexts, open to continual 
change and driven from the bottom-up.” 

I must admit that the Solidarity Economy has a very, very 
long way to develop and grow before it becomes a world 
socialist economy. But, I sincerely believe—like I have 
not believed in a long time—that the seeds of the future 
we desire are being planted and growing into tall trees 
right now. 

As highlighted by Julie Matthaei, et al., the “solidarity 
economy framework” is a “middle-run” (not long and not 
short) effort. But, this description of a strategy for social 
change strikes me (and probably most of those involved 
in the daily operation of the solidarity economy) as inad¬ 
equate. These activists are doing what they do in order 
to create the society in which they want to live. It is not 
Socialism from the distant past, although we constantly 
learn from our own history. It is not Socialism from the 
distant future, after we’ve “won” the revolution and are 
ready to create something better. 

It is Socialism NOW, people putting on their gloves and 
building a new world based on the values they hold. Not 
waiting for someone else (be they bosses or “managers” 
or government officials or economists) to tell them what 
they need to do in order to live, be sheltered, be healthy, 
be fed, be entertained. Using a co-operative group 
process, the Solidarity Economy Movement has made 
economic democracy (i.e., “Socialism”) a reality for mil¬ 
lions of people. 

Did you know that the term “socialism” was first applied 
to the type of society that the co-operators of the early 
1800 ’s were trying to build when they created their co-ops 
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and emphasized farmer, worker, and consumer solidar¬ 
ity? Since then, the term has come to mean a variety 
of economic structures. But, they all have a common 
thread—organizing society according to what is best for 
the vast majority of the people, not what’s best for the few 
rich ones. 

Now, I’m positive that certain of my readers are dismiss¬ 
ing this time of struggle as “pre-Marxist.” After all, it 
was before Marx did the bulk of his writing in the middle 
part of the 1800’s. So, when Marx brought “scientific” 
socialism into perspective, we were then well-informed 
as to how to slay the capitalist dragon and build social¬ 
ism. Just use the “scientific socialist method” and our 
world socialist future is just around the comer. So, it has 
been about 150 years since Marx did most of his writing 
and I’m not sure we are any closer to the world socialist 
revolution now than we were then. 

Unfortunately, neither Marx nor Lenin nor Stalin nor Mao 
were able to envision—much less build—a world socialist 
economy either—certainly not one that 1 or you are likely 
to want to live in. But, if Marx’s “scientific” analysis has 
value—and I strongly believe that it does—then ground¬ 
ing it in the real world struggles of the people would only 
be helpful to both the Marxists and the people. If you, 
as a “scientific socialist,” have a vision of how to build 
the world socialist future, then come help us build it. We 
need people of vision and we need people with anti-capi¬ 
talist training to help us refine our own techniques in deal¬ 
ing with the dominant World Capitalist Economy. 

What I learned from URPE in my earlier involvement 

I became a co-operative activist before 1 became an 
economist. I became an economist because dealing with 
the dominant capitalist economy while I was trying to 
organize co-ops was very difficult and 1 wanted to under¬ 
stand my enemy. Shortly after I discovered economics, 

I discovered URPE, joining in 1974,1 believe. Within 
URPE, I was an anomaly—a radical economics student 
from Texas with an overwhelming interest in co-opera¬ 
tives. I was tolerated. But, we were able to do some 
really good work in Austin on the economic crises at the 
time; we had some really great people in the UT chapter 
of URPE. I’m not sure how I got elected to the Steering 
Committee—maybe, those who supported me wanted to 
shake things up a bit, but they also knew that I was too 
looney to make much of a difference. 


I tried to make my views known. I held and sponsored 
workshops and topics at various economic conferences. 
On occasion, I would draw a sizeable audience, depend¬ 
ing on the circumstances. But, I was largely ignored. Af¬ 
ter a while in graduate school, I got the clear message that 
what I was studying was “not economics”; especially not 
“radical political economics.” I needed serious support 
and discussion by interested people—I went elsewhere 
for that. 

But, maybe URPE is ready to turn a comer. The joint 
work that URPE has done with SEN supporters in holding 
workshops is a very good step. But, URPE needs to go 
much further. It needs to attain the level of recognition , 
if not support, for the Solidarity Economy Movement. 

By recognition, I mean an acknowledgement that the 
Solidarity Economy Movement is a valid area of struggle 
for inclusion under URPE’s big academic umbrella for 
research & study. Recognition that what we are trying to 
do is Economics, especially Radical Political Economics, 
after all. 

Maybe it is time for me to return to URPE. If URPE 
is approaching recognition of the legitimacy of Social 
Economy studies, then I probably have something to 
contribute. I don’t have a Professorship to give me legiti¬ 
macy, but I think that nearly 40 years of struggle in the 
field should probably carry a little weight. And, if there 
are many others who are interested in pursuing academic 
research in this area, we should welcome it. We can all 
leam a lot from each other. Maybe I won’t be ignored 
this time around. 

What URPE can do besides “joining” 

David Laibman gave some very cogent arguments 
for why URPE should no? join SEN (Winter 2009 URPE 
Newsletter). And, I can see his points are valid. But, I 
think the issue of “joining” is just a technicality. There 
are many things that URPE can do to support the work of 
SEN without joining—don’t let this technicality prevent 
collaborative work, as follows: 

Special Issue of RRPE : URPE has done special issues 
of the Review at times in the past—one on the Solidarity 
Economy would be very timely, given its rapid growth in 
the past few years. 

Include Solidarity Economy research in every issue of 
RRPE: Collect a series of articles and try to include one 
in every issue of the Review —might be a good marketing 
tool to get some of the millions of activists in the Solidar- 
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ity Economy Movement to buy the Review —maybe read 
some of the other articles as well. 

Every ASSA: At least, one workshop or speaker on 
this subject at every conference—the Solidarity Economy 
is growing rapidly enough to attract some attention from 
mainstream economists—quick jump on board before the 
neo-Keynesians establish a foothold. 

Every Summer Conference: At least, one workshop 
or speaker at every conference. Not all of these work¬ 
shops need be fawning and supportive—if the movement 
is becoming too “utopian” let us know; it would be an 
interesting debate. 

Joint Sponsorship: 1 noticed in a recent Newsletter 
a list of ASSA workshops and papers. Several were co¬ 
sponsored with other organizations. We have often, in the 
past, co-sponsored conferences, workshops, lectures, and 
demonstrations with sister organizations, when we share 
some common values and goals—not that we have to 
agree perfectly. But, working together improves commu¬ 
nication and effectiveness. 

Component of all research: Although 1 have focused 
on the Solidarity Economy as a special topic, worthy of 
intensive research, it could also be a component of all 
research on economic response to crisis and sustainabil¬ 
ity for the future and labor relations or almost anything 
else considered “Radical Political Economics,” which of 
course we are all “for.” Almost any economic research on 
organizations or history could ask how the findings of this 
research impact—or can be responded to by—the Solidar¬ 
ity Economy. 

Join a co-op and participate: 1 think one of the impor¬ 
tant values of the Solidarity Economy Movement is that 
we all can participate in creating our economic future. 

So, all that we need to do is the same things that those in 
the Solidarity Economy do—join, vote with our dollars, 
ballots, and time. Get involved, not only in finding out 
the best way to bring about socialist revolution, but also 
in implementing any strategies chosen. 

Form a co-op: You may think this one silly, but there 
are many things that all of the various radical social 
science organizations share—printing, conference ar¬ 
rangements, office management, accounting, membership 
maintenance, “marketing,” etc. Maybe URPE can work 
with these other organizations and form some kind of co¬ 
op where we can save money or time or build solidarity in 
other ways. 

It is possible to work with SEN in many ways—most 
of them of higher value—than simply one “joining” the 
other. 


Areas where help is needed 

But, we don’t only want to “collaborate” on academic 
projects, the Solidarity Economy also needs URPE’s 
help. We have things that we need to know about our 
movement. If we were a big coiporation with a command 
and control approach, we would just find some willing 
academics and tell them what results to produce—then, 
pay them well, so they’ll “keep quiet” and not blow their 
cover as academics. Although we are big—almost one 
billion people worldwide are members of some type of 
co-operative—we have hardly a coherent structure and 
very little money to pay academics, so all that we can do 
is ask. 

Here are a few projects URPE could assist with research, 
support, information, or time, as follows: 

(1) Mapping the movement: I don’t know that much 
about this, but there was a lot of talk about it at the recent 
SEN conference. The idea is to locate and place on a 
map all of the components and activists of the Solidarity 
Economy. Of course, one of the most difficult questions 
is who to include and exclude. Another difficult issue is 
what to map—organizations, individuals, values, money, 
membership, neighborhoods, green economies, some¬ 
thing else. Once we get a map, then analysis of the map 
could prove very useful—sort of like mapping the human 
genome, but for socialism. 

(2) Best Practices: There was some talk of this at the 
conference also. As economists, we often work with a va¬ 
riety of organizations, some are good and others are not. 
When working with progressive trade unions, co-ops, po¬ 
litical parties, non-profits, and other movement organiza¬ 
tions, we come to understand what works and what does 
not. We need to share this with the movement, so that we 
all can understand what it takes to build our future. 

(3) Sectoral blockages: This area has two concepts for 
research. The first is whenever you are studying some 
area of our economy and you find people who are suffer¬ 
ing because of some “sectoral blockage” that could be 
remedied with a co-op, then pursue that knowledge and 
bring co-ops into the mix. Second, if you find a co-op or 
labor union or non-profit which is encountering “sectoral 
blockage” which is hindering its development, then focus 
your research toward clearing these blockages. 

Continued on page 14 ... 
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URPE SUMMER CONFERENCE REGISTRATION FEES 
(See below for suggested income ranges) 



Low 

Middle 

High 

ADULTS 

Income 

Income 

Income /Institution 

Entire 3 days/3 nights: 

180 

280 

400 

Daily Rate: 

80 

105 

145 

SPECIAL RATE for STUDENTS : 90 

(Entire 3 days) 

CHILDREN ages 3-18 (There is no fee for children under age 3.) 


Entire 3 days/3 nights: 

85 

130 

190 

Daily Rate: 

40 

50 

70 

MAXIMUM FAMILY RATE 

370 

540 

780 


REGISTRATION FEES 
FOR THOSE REGISTERING AFTER JULY 31 



Low 

Middle 

High 

ADULTS 

Income 

Income 

Income /Institution 

Entire 3 days/3 nights: 

210 

310 

430 

Daily Rate: 

90 

115 

155 

SPECIAL RATE for STUDENTS : 110 



(Entire 3 days) 




CHILDREN ages 3-18 (There is no fee for children under age 3.) 


Entire 3 days/3 nights: 

100 

145 

205 

Daily Rate: 

45 

55 

75 

MAXIMUM FAMILY RATE 

410 

600 

840 

TRAVEL SUBSIDY 




This subsidy will be paid at the conference to those registering for the entire conference who submit plane ticket 
receipts showing travel within two weeks of either starting or ending date of conference. Subsidy will be based on 
air fares only. The form of the subsidy will be: 30% of air fare over $150, with a maximum subsidy of $150. Thus 

subsidy = (air fare - $150) x .3 




Suggested Ranges for Determination of Income Level 


Number of 

Low 

Middle 

High Income/ 

household members 

income* 

Income 

Institutional 

1 

Less than $18,000 

$18-38,000 

More than $38,000 

2 

Less than $24,000 

$24-48,000 

More than $48,000 

3 

Less than $28,000 

$28-56,000 

More than $56,000 

4 or more 

Less than $32,000 

$32-64,000 

More than $64,000 


*Those registering at the low income rate are subsidized by URPE, since these registration fees are below the actual 
cost of the conference. 
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URPE SUMMER CONFERENCE REGISTRATION FORM 

Please return to: 

URPE National Office, Gordon Hall, University of Massachusetts, 418 N. Pleasant Street, Amherst, MA 01002-1735. 

Name(s):_ 

Address:_ 

Phone(s):_ E-mail:_ 

Summer address and phone if different (Give applicable dates): 


1. Income level (circle one): Low Middle High/Institution 

2. Number of people registering: Age group: Adults Children aged 3-18 Children under 3 


3. Childcare needs? Specify ages of children needing child care: 

[Please note: Child care is guaranteed only to those who register for the conference by Friday August 7th] 

4. Dietary needs: No special diet (# of people):_ Vegetarian (# of people):_ . 

If you have other special dietary needs, please contact our National Office PRIOR to the conference. 

5. Days attending : Entire Conference Selected days (Please specify):_ 

Date and approximate time of arrival:_Date and approximate time of departure:_ 

6. Lodging: Do you need special accommodations? Yes / No 

If the answer is “Yes” please state your request and the reasons for it. Spaces are limited and we will do our best to ac¬ 
comodate you. 


Are you planning on pitching a tent? If so, deduct $10 per person for each night you will be camping with us. 

7. Are you an URPE member? (circle one) 

Yes No No, but will become one by paying dues now (see #10 below)! 

8. STUDENTS! CHECK HERE IF YOU ARE APPLYING FOR THE SPECIAL RATE _ 

9. Total conference fees (see fee schedule on previous page. Fees for those who register after July 31st are higher.):_ 

10. If you are not a member and wish to join, select one of the options below: 

New URPE membership with RRPE and newsletter ($55 regular/$30 low income) _ 

New URPE limited membership with newsletter only ($20) _ 

TOTAL AMOUNT ENCLOSED (Checks payable to URPE) _ 

I am paying by credit card (no AMEX please). My card number is:_ Expiration date_ 

Cancellations: Fees for early registrants will be refunded minus a $30 processing fee. Fees for regular registrants will be refunded 
minus a $50 processing fee. 
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Update on Economy Connection, URPE’s Resource/Speakers Bureau 

by Ruthie Indeck, Coordinator (201-792-7459 or soapbox@comcast.net) 


Human/Nature: Green, Black & Blue 

The Puffin Foundation (named after a bird that 
was brought back, through human efforts, from the 
brink of extinction) supports progressive cultural/ 
political/social projects. During January and February 
their Teaneck, NJ cultural center hosted an exhibit 
called “Human/Nature: Green, Black & Blue,” a 
gallery exhibition about the human relationship 
with the environment. The artwork included images 
of post-Katrina destruction, the aftermath of a Los 
Angeles oil spill, and polar bears wending their way 
through electrical wires, as well as positive images of 
environmental reclamation. The project included film 
showings and talks. 

URPE member Fred Curtis (Drew Univ. Professor 
of Economics & Environmental Studies) introduced 
and led discussions about a number of environmental 
films, including “Kilowatt Ours” and “Who Killed the 
Electric Car?” And on January 15, Fred joined Marc 
Sussman, a presenter for A1 Gore’s Climate Project, in 
a discussion entitled “The Climate Change Imperative 
- no longer an ‘inconvenient’ truth.” Marc narrated 
a slide show about the destructive effects of global 
climate change, and Fred explored economic and 
environmental policy and lifestyle changes we need 
to make. 

Fred talked about methods of reducing the use of 
products that create greenhouse gases. One approach 
to this goal is technological: retooling to increase 
energy efficiency, and using alternative fuels. Another 
approach is to make changes in how our society 
operates, such as using more public transportation, 
building houses closer together so that heat doesn’t 
leak out, localizing production and consumption (food 
is an important example) so that less travel is required, 
and consuming less in general. Fred talked about the 
pros and cons of various environmental policies, such 
as taxing carbon use and subsidizing renewables, cap 
and trade (often misused), increasing government 
regulation of efficiency standards for buildings, 
vehicles, etc., using government purchasing power to 


buy green vehicles and wind energy, and instituting a 
Green New Deal to improve our infrastructure. 

An audience member asked, “Is what we need to 
change compatible with democracy?” Fred responded, 
“It’s not compatible with the kind of democracy where 
money talks.” 

A New New Deal 

Mike Meeropol was part of a group of around 30 
progressive economists that met at the New School in 
November to write economic policy recommendations 
in response to the current economic crisis. The 
meeting was sponsored by the Political Economy 
Research Institute and the Schwartz Center for 
Economic Policy Analysis. The resulting statement, 
“A Progressive Program for Economic Recovery & 
Financial Reconstruction,” can be found at www.peri. 
umass.edu/statement/. Michael has been promoting 
this program through interviews and commentary on 
WAMC, a panel at the 2009 Left Forum, and giving 
talks, including through Economy Connection. 

On February 4, Mike spoke to a large and 
enthusiastic audience of seniors at the Center for 
Learning in Retirement (Continuing Education, 
University of CT, Storrs). The talk was organized with 
the help of URPE member Richard Luciano. 

Mike told the Storrs audience that “the best short 
run ‘fix’ would be a NEW New Deal as sweeping and 
as radical as the original New Deal,” and proceeded 
to give a history of the US economy from the 30’s 
Depression to the present. Mike focussed on “the 
rise and fall of the US ‘social democratic model’” 
- which included banking and industrial regulation, 
government spending (much of which was military), 
a social safety net featuring Social Security, and 
minimum wage and other laws to protect workers. 
These new programs, laws and institutions were meant 
to prevent a recurrence of the speculation, extreme 
inequality, low wage growth, and out-of-control 
banking atmosphere that led to the Great Depression. 

By the late 70’s this system had run into problems. 
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A right-wing backlash led to the creation of a new set of 
institutions (Neoliberalism), with problematic results: 
“The changing tax policies, the lack of attention to 
high levels of unemployment...and the hostility to 
organized labor as symbolized by Reagan’s firing of 
the Air Traffic Controllers led to the beginning of what 
was to be more than 25 years of a significant increase 
in inequality.” Consumers depended more and more 
on debt. Government functions were privatized, the 
regulatory apparatus was dismantled, and growth 
increasingly took the form of speculative bubbles. By 
late 2008 the US economy was once again in serious 
trouble. 

Mikeconcludedby describing the recommendations 
in the Progressive Economists statement, including 
measures to reduce inequality, protect labor, re-regulate 
banks, democratize the Fed, let Bush’s tax cuts for the 
rich expire, stop foreclosures and let people pay rent 
to stay in their homes, and institute a massive program 
of government spending, that will hire workers and 
retool our infrastructure. CLIR members were eager 
to hear more, and Mike will return on June 3. 

Beyond Doctor and Patient: 

Understanding the Health Care Crisis 

Jerry Joffe (St. John’s University) spoke about the 
health care crisis to students at Yeshiva University on 
March 5. He began by talking about the minimally- 
regulated market structure of the US health care system, 
then continued on to describe the privatization of health 
care, and concluded with a discussion of the publicly- 
financed sector - Medicare and Medicaid. “Lack of 
access, uncontrollable cost increases, and serious 
impediments to good quality health care emanate 
from market processes of intensive competition and 
profit maximization,” Jerry told the students. He then 
explained how a single payer government financial 
mechanism could come to grips with the problems of 
the health care system. Jerry reviewed the responses 
to date by the Obama administration through the 
Stimulus Act and Budget plan and the launching of a 
health care stake holder conference. Jerry critiqued the 
Massachusetts Health Insurance Plan, which appears 
to be the model for Obama’s plan, and contrasted it 


with the single payer system. 

David Huggins of Yeshiva, who organized the 
talk, noted that “the issues are more complex than 
the way it is talked about in the media.” He relayed 
a student’s comment that “although it’s believed that 
everyone’s interest is in the promotion of health, 
he [Jerry] showed that isn’t the case.” Employees, 
insurance companies and the government can have 
different interests. Some students recommended using 
words like “employee, employer and firm,” because 
they felt Jerry’s use of words like “worker” made him 
appear to have a Marxist slant. 

On the Edge or Over the Cliff? 

A large crowd eager to leam about the current 
state of the economy greeted Jim Cypher at the 
Saturday morning (March 7) meeting of the Oakhurst, 
CA Democratic Club. Jim said, “The audience was 
with me all the way, 150%!! People are fairly rattled. I 
have not seen anything like it since the Vietnam era.” 

After describing the economic, political and human 
dangers of a major depression, Jim traced the origins 
of our current crisis. “The underlying problem is the 
disconnect between growing worker productivity 
and stagnating wages....When wage earnings that 
legitimately belong to workers are redirected, upward, 
to profits, rents and interest income - sooner or later - 
an economic system will develop symptoms of crisis 
and stagnation.” The symptoms were hidden by debt. 
“The explosion in credit, or the debt explosion, enabled 
the US working class and ‘middle’ class of highly- 
trained workers to bulk-up on easy credit to paper-over 
their stagnant incomes.” As housing and stock prices 
climbed, wealthy people increased their borrowing, 
spending and investing. Meanwhile, manufacturing 
jobs were disappearing and regulatory barriers were 
being removed. Debt grew astronomically, in every 
sector of the economy. 

The housing market was the first sector to “give,” 
as prices couldn’t go higher, while more housing 
continued to appear on the market. As spending 
declined, excess capacity appeared throughout the 
economy. Jim warned that whatever the specific 
“detonator” of a recession, “it would still be short- 
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sighted to ignore or slight the fundamental structural 
factors that have caused the current crisis - weak 
income growth and soaring inequality, offshoring 
of the manufacturing sector, and the ever-present 
tendency toward overproduction/excess capacity.” 

Jim feels that “at the moment, the only hope for 
a turnaround will have to come from government 
spending,” and noted that unlike Hoover, both Bush 
and Obama have tried to stimulate the economy. Only 
time will tell whether Obama’s spending plans will 
be enough, and whether the right wing will tolerate 
them. 

College Students Learn about Unemployment 

Mark Brenner, Co-Director of the East Coast 
Office of Labor Notes, visited St. Francis College, 
Brooklyn, on March 16 to talk to students about “The 
current situation for unemployed workers and how the 
recession has affected employment.” In spite of the 
depressing topic, Professor Behrouz Tabrizi, advisor 
to the Economics Society, reported that students 
“enjoyed the talk and found it informative, simple, 
and yet academically profound.” Economics Society 
President Sal Demma and other students were struck 
by the fact that current data on the unemployment 
rate could actually rise well above the reported rate 
with the inclusion of discouraged workers. They were 
also interested in Mark’s description of the widely 
varying interpretations of unemployment rates by 
different presidents. Students learned that wealth 
is concentrated in the hands of a tiny percentage of 
the population, and that growing household debt is a 
factor contributing to the current crisis. Sal said, “We 
are actually looking to bring Mark back to discuss 
in further detail the economic meltdown which the 
students had great questions about in regards to the 
wide effect this crisis has had on different sectors of 
the economy.” 

Recession Economics, South Florida 

On March 24 Bruce Nissen participated in a 
Fort Lauderdale forum on Recession Economics, 
organized by the Progressive Democrats of America. 
Bruce is editor of The State of Working Florida and 
director of Research Institute on Social and Economic 


Policy at Florida International University. (See www. 
risep-fiu.org for a wealth of information on Florida’s 
economy.) Bruce spoke about “The South Florida 
Economy in 2009 and 2010.” The forum also included 
an economist, a realtor, and a PDA activist. 

Bruce focused on the deregulatory madness (for 
which Democrats and Clinton also bear responsibility); 
the shift in the economy toward “financialization” 
rather than a real economy of goods and services; and 
the underlying condition of extremely fast growing 
inequality, which is partly responsible for the crash 
because it required many to go into debt to continue 
their accustomed lifestyles. He also mentioned the 
need to organize, both politically and industrially. He 
encouraged people to become active in progressive 
politics and to support unions in their current effort to 
pass the Employee Free Choice Act. 

Resources and Consultations 

Jerry Joffe consulted with members of the 
American Federation of Musicians about health care 
in the US, in preparation for a union event planned for 
the fall. A member of the Communications Workers 
of America wanted to find New Jersey economists 
who would sign a letter to Governor Corzine seeking 
higher taxes for the wealthy instead of broad service 
cuts in NJ; EC directed him to several listservs. EC 
sent names of people specializing in rent control to an 
URPE member angered by NY Daily News coverage 
of that issue. With the help of the URPE Listserv, EC 
connected a Columbia journalism student with several 
URPE members who were able to talk to him about 
whether unpaid internships constitute exploited labor. 
And EC directed a San Francisco writer to two URPE 
members for background on the economic crisis. 


URPE on the Web 

In addition to our recently renovated website at 
<http://www.urpe.org>, we have a blog hub at Word- 
press, <http://urpe.wordpress.com>. We are also on 
Facebook—join the URPE group “Union for Radical 
Political Economics” (just use ‘search’ on Facebook 
to find our group). And, if you want to join—or post 
to—our low-volume, moderated announcement list- 
serve, go to <http://lists.econ.utah.edu/mailman/list- 
info/urpe-announcements>. 
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Call for Papers: Special Issue oiRRPE on 
Economic Democracy 

Manuscript submission deadline: extended to 1 December 2009 

Economic democracy is a theme that has run through radical and progressive theory and practice. Broadly, 
it stands for an expansion of democratic practice beyond the political realm, into the economic aspects of 
our lives. It has been applied at the microeconomic level in pursuit of workers’ self-management and related 
cooperative structures. It also suggests the need for planning, where democracy would be fundamental to 
decision making about an economy’s objectives and means of achieving them. It has been used as a term to 
expand the role of organized labor in management, and to link unions more fundamentally to national politi¬ 
cal processes. Today it also has application to household decision making, and to aspirations for global forms 
of redistribution. 

All of the themes mentioned above are relevant to this special issue, and there are no doubt others of impor¬ 
tance that we have overlooked. In the past few decades, the tenn economic democracy has appeared in book 
titles, and as an aspiration of political movements. The RRPE’s Editorial Board thinks that it is time to rein¬ 
vestigate issues that fall under this theme, and a special issue is put forward as a partial means to that end. 

We see this discussion as critical to renewing radical thought and re-energizing the left in the United States, 
and in other nations and localities. 

We invite papers on all aspects of economic democracy, at levels from the household to the global economy, 
and on topics related to inclusion, participation in decisions that affect one’s life, self-fulfillment, and realiza¬ 
tion of aspirations to be a more engaged citizen. Race, gender, ecology, and other fields of inquiry are appro¬ 
priate, if linked to expanding our practice of democracy or barriers to doing so. 

It is a common belief that capitalism sets strict limits on how much democratic practice is possible in society. 
Is this the case? If so, how would various forms of socialist society remove this barrier? 

All aspects of economic activity are relevant to this topic, as we seek to encourage broad rethinking of what 
it means to use democratic practice in material provisioning. Various forms of democratic practice are also at 
issue, including direct participation and representative democracy; geographic forms that suit local, national, 
and global practice; and democratic practice across households, private for-profit and nonprofit firms, the 
cooperative sector, and the public sector itself. 

For more information, go to: 

http://www.urpe.org/rrpe/Announcements/CallForPapers/CFPSpecialIssueEconomicDemocracy.htm 

Please send four copies by 1 December 2009 to: 

Hazel Dayton Gunn, Managing Editor 
Review of Radical Political Economics 
Department of City and Regional Planning 
106 W. Sibley Hall 
Cornell University 
Ithaca, NY 14853, U.S.A. 
phone: 315-789-1414 email: hgl8@cornell.edu 
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Solidarity Economy ... continued from page 7 

(4) Supportive criticism: I’m guessing that at least one 
or two of you are chomping at the bit to jump in with both 
boots on and start trashing the Solidarity Economy Move¬ 
ment as too limited or too “utopian” or insufficiently 
“anti-capitalist” or whatever. That’s fine, we should be 
able to take it—if we can’t withstand your criticism, then 
what are we going to do when the capitalists hit us full 
force? Just know that this type of criticism only hurts you 
and your message. Criticism that is specific and intended 
to be helpful, delivered in a comradely and supportive 
way can be very good. But, don’t let your criticism be the 
end of it—you also have the responsibility to join in and 
make it better. 

What URPE can learn 

Not only can URPE teach us, but it can also learn from 
us. One very interesting point was raised by David Laib- 
man in his recent Newsletter article, when he said the 
following: 

“The strong form [of the SEN message], however, 
is much clearer: radicals should move ... away 
from the traditional sites of left activity: trade 
union organizing, ...; any sort of work (theoretical 
or practical) that projects socialism as an alterna¬ 
tive to capitalism (since it would ... involve sys¬ 
tem-wide organization that might be interpreted as 
involving ‘economic hierarchies’ of some type).” 

To me this implies that David thinks the Solidarity 
Economy would shy away from “socialism as an alterna¬ 
tive to capitalism.” Although there may be a few mem¬ 
bers of the Movement who might take exception to this 
socialist notion, they are also well aware that most of their 
fellow movement members do favor a socialist future. 

It strikes me as naive to think that Solidarity Economy 
Movement members do not also engage in many of “the 
traditional sites of left activity.” In fact, that is one of 
the movement’s strengths—it does not say that there is 
only one way to build Socialism, not “co-ops” as the only 
strategy. We try to bring as many of the leftists together 
to support each other and be “solidaristic.” If we all work 
together, whether that is in trade union struggles, leftist 
political campaigns, environmental restoration, or co-op 
organizing, then we will be much more likely to bring 
about the socialist future that most of us support. Further, 
David and his supporters need to wake up and realize 


that “economic hierarchies” are not something innate to 
human organization but an artifact of capitalist economic 
organization and are something for which a future social¬ 
ist economy will have little need—if he wants to debate 
me on this. I’m ready, any place, any time! 

But, say you are a union member and you think that 
workplace organizing is the thing to do to bring about 
Socialism. First, you are probably in a small minority 
that even entertains the notion that Socialism should be 
the goal. Most of your fellow workers want better wages, 
hours, and working conditions, narrowly focused on 
themselves and their families. Some also desire political 
and economic reforms to improve the workings of capital¬ 
ism. But, few of them believe in the possibility that an 
unspecified “alternative economic system” could ever 
exist. OK, workplace organizing is great and necessary— 
but, towards what goal and who decides? The Solidarity 
Economy Movement starts with the goal of creating an 
“alternative economic future” and then tries to draw in the 
people needed to create the details. 

I have been around many different types of political 
organizations and movements over the years. I think the 
Solidarity Economy Movement represents two important 
developments, as follows: 

(1) Values-based economics: The Solidarity Econ¬ 
omy Movement starts with a set of values, which are 
hopefully shared by the vast majority of activists in the 
movement. These shared values influence everything that 
the Movement does—from where to organize, whom to 
organize, what types of organizations to build, and the 
strategy and tactics to use during the struggle. (I quoted 
these values earlier). These values are so important to 
the Movement that it constitutes a new way to conceptu¬ 
alize the basis of an economy—an economy based on co¬ 
operative (i.e. socialist) values—a values-based political 
economy that capitalists will be hard-pressed to match, 
much less understand. 

(2) Multi-faceted. Multi-tactical Organizing Strategy: 
Although I am sure this approach to struggle is not new, 
the Solidarity Economy Movement gives new energy to 
this collaboration. As long as you have the people and 
the energy, try many different forms of struggle—co-ops, 
trade unions, consumer protection, international develop¬ 
ment organizations—to see what works. Pursue what 
works, as long as it works—if it no longer works, try 
something new, but always keep pushing forward. 
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Let me just say one final word about the “joining” issue. 
The Solidarity Economy Movement puts great emphasis 
on promoting “democracy” in all that it does. One aspect 
of this democratic interest is the notion that those affected 
by a decision have a right to participate in making the 
decision, but only if they choose to do so. You can lead 
a voter to the polls, but you can’t make him or her vote 
your way. As 1 discuss in the next section, things the 
Solidarity Economy does could reflect well or ill upon 
URPE—especially if URPE is involved in researching 
and “legitimizing” the Movement. Thus, URPE has an 
interest in what the Solidarity Economy Network does. 
What better way to protect these interests than to “join” 
and participate with the Board or Steering Committee in 
making the decisions about what to promote and how? 

We are all “fellow travelers”! 

I’m sure that David Laibman knows what a “fellow 
traveler” is—maybe he has even been accused of being 
one. A “fellow traveler” is a person or organization that 
seems to do things in consort with another organization or 
movement, but there are no formal ties connecting them. 
They just happen to be walking the same path toward 
the same goal—to be “fellows” traveling along the same 
road. Most of the people in URPE share the same goals 
as the Solidarity Economy Movement, whether we “co¬ 
join” or not. By our enemies, we are seen as the same 
people—“fellow travelers.” 

We want the same goals and we use many of the same 
tactics. So, why not work together formally? Working 
with SEN does not preclude URPE from working with 
anyone else. In fact, if URPE has connections to other 
groups that could benefit from working with the Solidar¬ 
ity Economy Movement, then 1 would hope that URPE 
would act as our matchmaker and introduce us. 

Will URPE get on board? 

The Solidarity Economy Movement is growing. It is 
hard to say how much. We are just now getting a handle 
on who its members are. Sometimes the growth is 1 % 
per year, sometimes 5%, sometimes 15%—it varies by 
country, region, and economic sector. It is even attract¬ 
ing the attention of certain national governments. Such 
an economic movement needs a cogent economic theory 
at its core if it is truly to succeed. An economic theory 
based not on the dogmatic structures of the past but based 
on the structures built out of the current values that the 


movement holds. Will URPE help develop this economic 
theory? 

Several years ago, a friend of mine did some research 
about why people started co-ops, particularly in “waves.” 
It seems that every 30 - 50 years—say, the late 1930’s and 
the early 1970’s—there was a wave of co-ops started and 
he wanted to know why. He discovered that people turn 
to co-ops as they are coming out of a recession. They 
don’t do it in the depth of a recession—as one might 
expect—where they are just trying to hold on for life 
and family. But, as the expansion comes, people get a 
little room between the wolf and the door; and they start 
to think about and talk about alternatives. That’s when 
co-ops explode into existence—often in places where we 
would least expect a co-op to form. These people have 
experienced the realities of Capitalism and don’t want to 
go back there, if they can avoid it. So, they form co-ops 
as an alternative way to live life and work for a living. If 
patterns of the past hold for the future, then, as we emerge 
from the current crises, we should see another wave of co¬ 
op organizing. These people are open to the “alternative 
economy” discussion, which URPE could facilitate— 
will it? 

Socialism NOW, is one of the things this movement 
values. It does not value aimless debate about Marx¬ 
ist categories, the falling rate of profit, and Marx’s plan 
for a socialist Economy—oh, wait, Marx didn’t have 
such a plan. I guess it is up to the people—whether 
they know any Marxism or not—to create that socialist 
future. URPE can and should have such debates—even I 
can value a lively interchange on Marxist Crisis Theory. 
But, don’t believe for a second that these debates will 
bring about any socialist revolution—especially not one 
in which we are likely to want to live. To bring about 
socialist revolution, URPE is going to have to get down 
with the people—study and improve what the social 
economists are creating. Socialism NOW—when will 
URPE be ready for it? 

There are some radicals who have almost a social Dar¬ 
winist position when it comes to economic theories—may 
a thousand thoughts contend, but only the “fittest” ones 
should survive; the serious theories—various capitalist 
apologies and Marx. Lesser theories will lose the com¬ 
petitive struggle in theoretic “natural selection.” But, the 
Solidarity Economy Movement is not trying to “out-com- 
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pete” anyone; let alone the capitalists, the master competi¬ 
tors. We believe in all the people working together (co¬ 
operating) to build a better future. At its core, the Solidar¬ 
ity Economy has a set of values that capitalists can’t use. 
Marxism has existed for 200 years, being generous. The 
process of building co-operatives has been around for 
hundreds of years, maybe even thousands of years. The 
Solidarity Economy tries to “out-cooperate” its enemies. 
How will URPE stand toward this movement—competi¬ 
tive or co-operative? 

URPE should recognize the Solidarity Economy as a 
legitimate area of research & RRPE articles. Further, 
it should be embraced as the basis of a post-capitalist 
economy—OK, maybe not “the” basis, but certainly “a” 
basis. The movement has a lot to offer, but it is often 
easily led astray—how else should one explain the times 
when the movement shrunk instead of grew. URPE’s 
attention could increase the movement’s legitimacy and 
confidence—and help it avoid being led astray again. 

Conclusion: The future is now 

URPE should not let “not joining” lead to non-involve¬ 
ment—the Solidarity Economy and URPE need other. 

We can learn and teach, co-operate and build, support and 
criticize. We can and should do all of the things that “al¬ 
lies” should do. 

Please, take the Solidarity Economy Movement seri¬ 
ously. URPE’s interest and research provides legitimacy 
and gives greater confidence to the people in the move¬ 
ment to be even more “solidaristic.” 

The Solidarity Economy Movement is small right 
now—1% or 3% or 5% or more depending on where you 
are—but we are growing and we are converting oth¬ 
ers. We are winning the struggle for “hearts and minds”; 
please help us build our future, together. 

The Solidarity Economy Movement train is slowly 
picking up steam. It is almost imperceptibly picking up 
speed. It is leaving the capitalist platform, bound for a 
socialist future. Will URPE be on board? 

Wayne Clark is a fanner URPE Steering Committee 
member & activist, 1974 - 83. He can be contacted at 
<rwayneclark@igc. org>. 

Visit the URPE Website at 
www.urpe.org 













